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THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE                                                  201?-P-3003                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION 
STOKE ON TRENT DISTRICT REGISTRY 
 
BETWEEN  
 

                                     Mr Andrew James Pike                          Claimant 
  

and 
  

                             Deep Builders Limited                    Defendant 
 
 
 

Case Summary 
 

Filed with the Claimant’s Interim Application for an Interim Payment 
 

The Claimant was injured in an RTA on 1st February 20xx. He was driving his vehicle 
round a bend on a country road when a truck driven in the opposite direction by John 
Deep an employee of Deep Builders Ltd, the Defendants in this action, collided with 
him.  
 
In terms of his injuries he fractured his left leg (tibia and fibula), injured his left knee 
(displaced his patella), and fractured his right hip. He was off work for some time 
returning in June 20xx. He has long term permanent injury and outcomes form this 
accident. He has a list of the usual special damages claims. The Claimant obtained 
his own consultant orthopaedic surgeon’s report, that of a Mr. Edgar Higgins. The 
Claimant has also prepared a Schedule of losses. 
 
Protocol was entered into by both parties. Both parties allege that the other was 
driving too fast and was over the central white lines. Liability is therefore disputed and 
Insurers have subrogated the claim. Settlement was not achieved during the protocol 
phase. 
 
The Claimant issued proceedings in the SOT District Registry for damages and losses 
arising from the accident towards the latter part of 20xx. Deep Builders filed a defence 
denying negligence, alleging contributory negligence, and both denying and making 
no admissions in relation to the damages claims. They have also raised a 
Counterclaim in relation to the damage to the Defendant company’s truck and 
materials. A Reply and Defence to Counterclaim was subsequently filed by the 
Claimant. 
 
Edgar Higgins’ report suggests that the Claimant undergo an exploratory operation. 
The Claimant has been advised that it is appropriate to make an application for an 
interim payment in this regard.  
 
Dated this    day of   20xx 


